Introduction
Dutch conservationist Thomas van Slobbe claims to have created real wilderness outside the human order by placing a hedge around a small piece of land in an unknown nature reserve somewhere in the Netherlands. Out of sight and out of mind, this place cannot be experienced, valued or made subject to human plans (2005) . He presents this event in a fictional story about the perfect crime: Expropriating a piece of land from humankind, from the right to own, to allocate and to experience. His story is a response to the deconstruction of the received wilderness idea, an understanding of wilderness as pristine and untrammeled by man. This on-going deconstruction has not yet reached a conclusion, and thus all of our current interactions with nature, including the Oostvaardersplassen project, the site of this study, are part of it.
A relatively new idea, which we see in the Netherlands from 1980 onwards, is that of creating 'new wilderness'. In these new wildernesses experts establish some basic conditions and guidelines as well as constraints after which a more 'hands-off approach' to conservation is adopted and nature is given the space and freedom to develop autonomously (Wolf, 2012, pp.16-17) . The Oostvaardersplassen is an example of one such place. Its intellectual founder, the Dutch ecologist Frans Vera, is one of a number of experts interested in the possibilities creating new wilderness, a practice also known as 'rewilding', offers. Simply letting nature take control of the landscape and allowing ancient ecosystems to reassert themselves, they believe, can reverse thousands of years of domestication (BBC, 2013) . Considered one of the most ambitious rewilding projects in Europe, the Oostvaardersplassen, however, remains controversial. The controversy seems to be centered on the welfare of the large grazers in the reserve, many of which are culled or die naturally from starvation, as this relatively small nature reserve does not provide This study will add to the ongoing deconstruction of the concept of wilderness.
The relatively new approach to nature conservation or nature development rather, referred to as rewilding, offers a challenge to the received idea of wilderness as pristine and untrammeled. Besides offering another perspective in a global debate on, or deconstruction of, the concept of wilderness, this study follows in a line of fairly recent studies on the meaning of wilderness (in the Netherlands). These studies have focused on which kind of nature we wish to preserve in the Netherlands and why, as well as the role nature conservation organizations play in developing new visions on conservation (van der Windt, 1995 and its relation to and implications for human beings. This study is original as it focuses specifically on new wilderness and its relation to the deconstruction of the received wilderness idea. It is particularly relevant, as it pays special attention to the narratives used to establish a new wilderness as holding the same merits as pristine wilderness and the possible consequences of such a move.
After explaining the methodology of this study, an overview of the changing conception of wilderness will be given to help understand what problems as well as opportunities, establishing the Oostvaardersplassen as new wilderness, a very particular type of nature, offers. This overview will also include a summary of the most recent changes in thinking about nature conversation in the Netherlands in particular, and concludes with a description of rewilding. The history of the Oostvaardersplassen project will provide the necessary information to be able to compare the physical establishment of new wilderness by the experts with the mental one, later in the study. In order to do so, the history of the concept of scripted space, as well as its application in this particular study, will be introduced in the next part. The analysis will follow and lead up to the conclusion in which the main findings will be summarized and discussed.
Methodology
This thesis draws predominantly on qualitative methodologies as it aims to understand the role experts played in establishing and maintaining the Oostvaardersplassen as new wilderness, both physically as well as mentally, in order to deepen our understanding of the controversy surrounding the Oostvaardersplassen. It will do so by comparing the way experts physically established and maintained the Oostvaardersplassen as wilderness with the way they have narrated the project as well as their role in it.
Experts, in this study, are considered to be those people who have influenced the establishment and maintenance of the area in some way or another, because they actually had a say in the process. In general, these are the people who came up with the idea to turn this previously empty piece of land into a new wilderness, the people associated with Staatsbosbeheer, which owns the reserve and is in charge of the maintenance of it, and people associated with the rewilding movement.
A thorough literature review will help outline the main issues and debates concerning (the deconstruction of) wilderness and rewilding in general and the Oostvaardersplassen in particular. The concept of scripted space provides a way of separating the physical from the mental establishment and maintenance of wilderness and will prove beneficial in decoding the Oostvaardersplassen to discover how the reserve works as wilderness. The analysis will make use of De Nieuwe Wilderness (2013), the feature-length film about the reserve, the educational materials published in the aftermath of the film as well as press releases by Staatsbosbeheer and texts on rewilding that mention the Oostvaardersplassen.
A possible shortcoming of using this concept in the analysis is that it may prove to be less suited for analyses of the coding of a landscape, which is at least partly natural.
Furthermore, although more than enough material was generated for the purpose of scripting the Oostvaardersplassen, a possible limitation of the sources is the similarity Besides that, they were not made aware, until after the interview, who the other experts were. The interviewees were questioned about their conception of wilderness, the opinion on the Oostvaardersplassen project as wilderness, the controversy surrounding the project, as well as possible solutions. The interviews were recorded and transcribed and subsequently approved by the experts themselves before they were used in the analysis.
The following paragraphs will give an overview of the origin of the concept of wilderness as well as the changing understanding of the concept, and includes a summary First, it is important to understand that to some people, wilderness has no meaningfor nomadic hunters and gatherers, for example, or Indians who were removed from the site they once called home to create 'uninhabited wilderness', in order to answer to the myth of wilderness as untrammeled land. These people understood themselves as part of a seamless living community, and thus, the concept of wilderness did not resonate with them. What this also shows is that wilderness is a human creation, a cultural product. Or as Martin Drenthen puts it: "Our concepts and images of nature are the result of processes of interpretation, in which all sorts of cultural and historical influences play a part" (2005, p.318).
With the advent of herding and agriculture and human settlement, the first lines are drawn between that which is controlled and that which is not; lines that turned out to be pivotal in understanding ourselves as different from, and better than nature (Nash, 2001 , pp.xi-xii). Up until the eighteenth century, wilderness carried mostly negative connotations. It was considered waste in the sense that it was uncultivated. In a biblical context, wilderness referred to "a place to which one came only against one's will, and always in fear and trembling" (Callicott & Nelson, 1998 an experience analogous to a direct face-to-face encounter with God. At first considered overwhelming, intimidating and terrifying even, the fear of the sublime began to subside.
By the second half of the nineteenth century, wilderness was tamed and its inhuman beauty was celebrated (Callicott & Nelson, 1998, pp.475-477) . A transformation in thought had turned wilderness into something to appreciate and revel in.
The myth of the frontier, an idealization of the frontier as a place where human beings could "shed the trappings of civilization" (ibid., p.479) and rediscover their primitive vigour, creativity and independence, turned wilderness into something worth looking after.
The sentiment concerning the frontier, and the idea that it was passing away, turned modernity and all it represented into the enemy. Modern life was deemed confining, false and artificial. "Some even began to reason that since the wilderness had been conquered; now it was time to conquer the self-destructive tendencies of civilization. Wilderness might be useful in this task as a symbol of restraint, an environmental base on which to build a legacy of limitation and sustainability" (Nash, 2001 , p.xiv). Only by the end of the twentieth century is wilderness considered something that has the right to exist 
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independent of what it can offer us.
The concept of wilderness, created in the context of fear and opposition, has undergone a transformation, which is still incomplete. This fairly recent and quite profound change has revealed that wilderness is entirely a creation of the culture that holds it dear, as well as a reflection of the civilization -and a product of the history -it seeks to deny. Wilderness, the ultimate landscape of authenticity, "embodies a dualistic vision in which the human is entirely outside the natural" (Callicott & Nelson, 1998, p.484) .
This is what Cronon, considers the trouble with wilderness, as it reproduces those values its admirers seek to deny. Our very presence in wilderness will reduce it to mere tamed and domesticated nature. Or in other words: where we are, nature is not. The received wilderness idea has no room for us. As long as we reproduce this dualism, humanity as the opposite of nature, we will never rediscover our place in it. Humans will never again understand nature as their habitat, and will also miss out on understanding themselves as natural.
Wilderness in the Netherlands
In order to situate the Oostvaardersplassen project, the next paragraphs deal with the . There is, however, an on-going discussion about the level and method of management necessary for successful nature conservation (Wolf, 2012 , p.100). In the forties and fifties, nature conservation in the Netherlands focused mainly on conserving existing 'half-or semi-natural areas, those landscapes in which flora and fauna settled spontaneously, but was then managed by human beings. Preservation of these areas asked for active maintenance (p.100). There were also some areas in which nature was more or less free to run its own course (Gorter, 1986, p.192 ). In the eighties however, experts observed a decline in biodiversity in especially these types of areas. Human interference in the surrounding landscape was seen as one of the major factors in this. In the following years, biodiversity kept decreasing, even in intensively monitored and managed nature areas. This awareness caused experts to seriously reconsider their beliefs and methods (Wolf, 2012 , p.100).
It was the spontaneous development in the Oostvaardersplassen, and the fact that the area did not become overgrown as a result of a lack of management, which caused a change in thinking (p.101; Vera, 1979 The belief in what we have come to know as nature development, gave rise to another concept which emphasizes the action in its name which will be discussed in the next paragraph.
Rewilding
In the second half of the 20 th century, questions began to emerge about the then dominant approach to nature conservation in Europe. Focussing on protecting the last patches of wilderness, no longer seemed enough, "ours will be an age of rewilding" (Mackinnon, 2013, p.135) . From now on, conservationists would focus on the potential of nature, its capacity to sustain abundance even in our presence. The term rewilding thus accounts for those conservation practices focussed on bringing back certain flora and fauna, and with that those ecological processes that allow nature to express its full potential.
The main feature of rewilding is that it creates space for natural processes or wildness.
Rewilding is based on a belief in forms of nature conservation in which nature itself is Oostvaardersplassen project. Special attention will be paid to the moments of (radical)
human intervention as these go against the narrative told about this new wilderness.
Other soft aspects and developments will also be covered later in the analysis.
The Oostvaardersplassen
The Ijsselmeer in the centre of the north of the Netherlands became a freshwater lake after it was separated from the Wadden Sea by the Barried Dam in 1932. Later, in 1968, Southern Flevoland was reclaimed from the sea. This province is the newest province of the Netherlands "a state that is partly administrative, partly existential" (Kolbert, 2012, p.50). The lowest part, initially destined to be an industry area, remained empty. By the end of the summer of 1968, a variety of animals had already found their way to the area.
In its second year, due to a change in vegetation, a large group of geese had made the nature area its home. The natural values of the area, which progressed very rapidly, turned this area into an important wetland. Not much later, the first plans to turn this area into a nature reserve were drawn up as a group of biologists convinced the Dutch government of the value of the area. "In 1973, it was necessary to interfere in the advancing cultivation of the surrounding areas of the Oostvaardersplassen; on the basis of a first ecological analysis, preliminary boundaries were set in 1974 and the first conservation measures taken" (Wigbels, 1990 , p.7). The area was demarcated and a pump was also installed to regulate the water levels in the reserve, an important factor in its maintenance. "The water management which was then started has greatly influenced the look and the 71 characteristics of the Oostvaardersplassen" (p.8).
The fact that some animals settled in this area spontaneously made many people believe this area developed spontaneously, although the contrary is true. Interference, however, does not mean that the Oostvaardersplassen as new wilderness immediately loses its naturalness as it can be argued that "nature 'only' responds to that which is offered" (p.9), it is not intrinsically changed by the interventions. Another human interference, however, could not be avoided; the train track, originally destined to run through the centre of the reserve, had to move to the outer part of the area because it could possibly kill or hurt birds which would fly against the trains or their electricity wires. The area around the Oostvaardersplassen was also redesigned as it was important, according to some ecologists, that the reserve itself was bordered by a dry area of roughly the same size (p.10).
A special commission, the Management Commission Oostvaardersplassen, was made This gives the impression that the nature reserve is a lot bigger than it actually is. It also makes the audience forget that there is a fence around this area. It zooms in on those aspects of the Oostvaardersplassen, which are natural, and ignores the artificial ones. The film was so successful in its scripting that in the weekend after the film premiered, more than 1500 people came to see it with their own eyes, an increase of about 150 percent compared to the same day the year before.
Sometimes, even the choice for a certain intervention shows a sign of being scripted.
The practice of culling for example does not seem appropriate in a wilderness reserve.
In the Oostvaardersplassen, however, the practice is described as 'early reactive culling' which means that the forest ranger or hunter will wait with culling until the animal itself clearly shows that it is going to die; only then are they allowed to be shot. What also becomes clear from the analysis is that the difficulty is that the scripting of new wilderness, as carrying those same values associated with the received idea of wilderness, does not convince everybody, as that image is affected by the physical actions needed to get to a situation where the physical and the mental story would be more
analogous. This contradiction between the discourse and practice of the experts is the actual source of the controversy. If discourse and practice would align and no human being would even enter the nature reserve, the fact that animals die of starvation would be less of an issue. The fact that a park ranger and a veterinarian cross the Oostvaardersplassen daily to make sure everything is alright, for some people, turns the Oostvaardersplassen into a zoo.
Although it is not hard for people to understand that real untouched wilderness areas not longer exist, it is a bit harder to see how rewilding projects equate the meaning of new wilderness to that of the pristine and untouched wilderness we can never get back.
Does the Oostvaardersplassen project even make sense, remains the dominant question however, if it is seemingly so difficult to create what ought to be automatic, free and wild?
